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T R U S T Description:

Site Name: |SHA Site 2 Prehistoric
Other name(s) | Historic
[mid-19th-20th century farmstead ruin, possible sawmill (per map), prehistoric lithic scatter Unknown []

Site Location and Environmental Data:

39.3572 Longitude -77.5755
Elevation 85 m Site slope |0-5%

Latitude

Site setting

Maryland Archeological Research Unit No. |18 SCS soil & sediment code |

Physiographic province |Blue Ridge

Ethnobotany profile available [ ] Maritime site[ ]

Terrestrial site

Underwater site []

-Site Setting restricted

-Lat/Long accurate to within 1 sqg. mile, user may
need to make slight adjustments in mapping to

account for sites near state/county lines or streams

Floodplain
Hilltop/bluff
Interior flat
Upland flat
Ridgetop
Terrace

Low terrace

Topography

[
[
[
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[

Ownership
High terrace [ | | Private
Rockshelter/ Federal
Céve State of MD
Hillslope Regionall
Unknown [ ] | county/city
Other [] | Unknown

Nearest Surface Water

|Unnamed tributary of Cato

Name (if any)
[] | Saltwater
[] Ocean
Estuaryitidal river [ ]
] Tidewater/marsh []
L]

Freshwater

[] Stream/river

Swamp
Lake or pond

Spring
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OO O

Minimum distance to water is | om

Temporal & Ethnic Contextual Data:
Paleoindian site I_ Woodland site I_

I_ MD Adena I_
|_ Early woodland |_

Mlddle archaic I_ Mid. woodland I_

Archaic site

Early archaic

Contact period site

ca. 1630 - 1675
ca. 1675 - 1720
ca. 1720 - 1780
ca. 1780 - 1820

—
—
—
—

—

ca. 1820 - 1860
ca. 1860 - 1900
ca. 1900 - 1930
Post 1930

Vo
v
=
.

Ethnic Associations (historic only)

Native American | Asian American
African American |
Anglo-American |Y Other

Unknown

—
—
—

Hispanic |
Late archaic | Late woodland | Unknown historic context |
Unknown prehistoric context [Y Unknown context Y=Confirmed, P=Possible
Site Function Contextual Data: Historic ‘ Furnace/forge Military [] Post-in-ground ]
Urban/Rural? |Rural Other Dl Battlefield [] Frame-built
Prehistoric Domestic Transportation u Fortification [] Masonry []
Multi-component [ |  Misc. ceremonial [ ] Homestead L] Canal-related O Encampment [] Other structure
; Farmstead
Village [] Rockart [] Road/railroad [] Townsite [] Slave related []
; Mansion
Hamlet [ Shellmidden [ blantation = Wharf/landing [ ] Religious [] Non-domestic agri [ ]
Base camp [] STUl/lithic scatter [] Maritime-related ] churchimta house _
; Row/townhome ] 9 [ ] Recreational []
Rockshelter/cave [ ]  Quarry/extraction [ ] Bridge 1 ch support bldg 0
Earthenmound [ ]  Fish weir [ Cellar Ford M Midden/dump
. ) Pri Burial area [] .
Cairn [] Productionarea [ | vy . Artifact scatter []
Educational [] Cemetery O
Burial area [] Unknown [] Industrial [] Spring or well
. Commercial [] Sepulchre ]
Other context ] Mining-related ]
Trading post [] Isolated burial ] Unknown L]
Quarry-related ]
Store ; Oth text
Mill |saw [ ] BIdg or foundation ér contex L]
Tavern/inn ;
Black/metalsmith o [ ] Possible Structure []

Interpretive Sampling Data:

Prehistoric context samples

Flotation samples taken |N

Soil samples taken

N

Other samples taken |

Historic context samples

Flotation samples taken |Y

Soil samples taken

N

Other samples taken |
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Phase Il and Phase Il Archeological Database and Inventory

Site Number: |18FR612

Site Name:

|SHA site 2

Prehistoric

Other name(s) |

Historic

[mid-19th-20th century farmstead ruin, possible sawmill (per map), prehistoric lithic scatter

Unknown [ ]

Diagnostic Artifact Data:

Projectile Point Types

Clovis
Hardaway-Dalton
Palmer

Kirk (notch)

Kirk (stem)

Le Croy

Morrow Mntn
Guilford
Brewerton

Otter Creek

AT

Prehistoric Sherd Types Shepard I_ Keyser l_
Koens-Crispin I_ Marcey Creek | Popes Creek | Townsend | Yeocomico |
Perkiomen I_ Dames Qtr | Coulbourn | Minguannan | Monongahela |
Susquehana I_ Selden Island | Watson | Sullivan Cove | Susquehannockl
Vernon I_ Accokeek | Mockley | Shenks Ferry |
Piscataway I_ Wolfe Neck | Clemson Island| Moyaone |
Calvert | Vinette | Page | Potomac Cr |
Selby Bay | Historic Sherd Types  |ronstone [ Staffordshie | Stoneware
Earthenware English Brown
Jacks Rf (notch) | Astburyw —  Jackield | Tin Glazed | g |
Eng Dry-bodie |
Jacks Rf (pent) | Bordenware l_ Mn Mottled | Whiteware | 9oy
i Nottingham
Madison/Potomac | North Devon I_ Porcelain I_ 9 |
L Buckley l_ Rhenish I—
evanna | Pearlware |_
Creamware Wt Salt-glazed |

All quantities exact or estimated minimal counts

Other Artifact & Feature Types: Prehistoric Features Lithic Material | Fer quartzite ] Silsandstone[ |
Prehistoric Artifacts Other fired clay | Mound(s) | Storage/trash pit [ ] || Jasper [] Chalcedony [] European flint] ]
Flaked stone | 38  Human remain(s) [ 1] Midden [] Burial(s) [ ]]] Chert Ironstone [ ] Basalt ]
Ground stone | Modified faunal | Shell midden [[] Ossuary [ ]| Rhyolite Argilite [] Unknown []
Stone bowls | Unmod faunal | Postholes/molds [ ] Unknown [ ]]] Quartz Steatite [ ] Other ]
Fire-cracked rock | Oyster shell [ ]]] House pattern(s)[ ] Other []]] Quartzite Sandstone [ ]

Other lithics (all) | Floral material [ ]|| Palisade(s) ] Dated features present at site
Ceramics (all) | Uncommon Obj. | Hearth(s) [] |19th century cabin and outbuildings
Rimsherds | Other [ ] Lithic reduc area []
Historic Artifacts Historic Features . .
Tobacco related | Privy/outhouse Depression/mound[ ] Unknown ]
Pottery (all | Activity item(s | 4 || Const feature
y @ y ©) Well/cistern Burial(s) [] Other []
Glass (all) | Human remain(s) 11l Foundation
. . Trash pit/dump [ ] Railroad bed []
Architectural 437  Faunal material
Cellar hole/cellar .
Furniture | 1 Misc. kitchen 412 Sheet midden Earthworks L]
) Hearth/chimney [ ] . .
Arms | 4 Floral material [] Planting feature Mill raceway []
; ; Postholes/molds
Clothing | 6 Misc. | 1473 [ Road/walkway [ ]  Wheel pit ]

Personal items | 11

Other ]

Paling ditch/fence

All quantities exact or estimated minimal counts

Radiocarbon Data:

Sample 1: +- | years BP  Reliability Sample 2: | +- years BP  Reliability Sample 3: | +/- years BP  Reliability
Sample 4: +l- | years BP  Reliability Sample 5: | +/- years BP  Reliability Sample 6: | +/- years BP  Reliability
Sample 7: +/- | years BP  Reliability Sample 8: | +/- years BP  Reliability Sample 9: | +/- years BP  Reliability

[ ] Additional radiocarbon results available




ICAL Site Number: |18FR612 Site Name: |SHA Site 2 Prehistoric
Other name(s) | Historic
[mid-19th-20th century farmstead ruin, possible sawmill (per map), prehistoric lithic scatter Unknown []

External Samples/Data: Collection curated at |MAC, SHA
[ ] Additional raw data may be available online

Summary Description:

SHA Site 2 (18FR612) is a multi-component archeological site northeast of Brunswick in rural Frederick County. The site includes the ruins of a mid 19th-20th
century farmstead, possibly the buried remains of a sawmill, and a prehistoric lithic scatter. The site is situated on a low terrace and on the floodplain of
Catoctin Creek and one of its tributary streams. Though the site itself is relatively flat, much of the surrounding landscape is more steeply sloped. The historic
component of the site consists of an extant log cabin and seven outbuilding remnants (a barn, 2 collapsed structures, 2 outbuilding foundations, and a well).
The historic component if structured as a typical farm from the period, with a house and farm buildings enclosed in a fenced compound, hereafter referred to
as “the compound”. Soils at the site are primarily Downsville gravelly loams, as well as Codorus and Hatboro loams.

Reliable deed records for the site can be traced back to 1829. Before this date, the record is somewhat convoluted, and it is difficult to discern the chain of
title without extensive additional research.

The 1829 deed records the transfer of a 146 acre parcel from a James Weakly to Henry Slagle for $3,500. The parcel was part of two larger tracts, known as
Fieldera and Depford. Fieldera was a large tract of land in the Jefferson area acquired by Fielder Gantt in 1763. In 1765, he established Fieldera Furnace on
the Harper’s Ferry Road (MD 180) in Jefferson. However, the iron ore was not of sufficient quality, and the operation folded. Due to a number of lawsuits,
Gantt parceled and sold Fieldera to various individuals. Without the aid of plat maps to georeferenced the deeds to specific parcels, the chain of title beyond
1829 could not be established with any amount of certainty due to survey references to indeterminate points (e.g., the black walnut tree), and the lack of a
previous deed reference in the 1829 document.

The chain of title from 1829-1861 is somewhat problematic. According to an 1861 deed, George W. and Mary A.C. Slagle sold the 97¥4 acre property to Henry
M. Slagle for $2,000. It is unclear how and when the 146 acre property obtained from James Weakley by Henry Slagle became the 97%4 property that George
and Mary Slagle were selling to Henry M. Slagle in 1861. It is assumed that Henry M. Slagle is not the same “Henry Slagle” listed in the 1829 transfer, a
prospect supported by the fact that a Henry Slagle died in 1851 and is buried nearby in Jefferson Union Cemetery. George W. Slagle owned property in the
Jefferson District on the other bank of Catoctin Creek opposite Site 18FR612. It is thought that George W. Slagle assumed ownership of Henry Slagle’s farm
sometime shortly after his death in 1851.Henry M. Slagle may have assumed management, but not ownership of the property at around that time. George
finally sold most of the property (97% acres) to Henry M. Slagle in 1861.

In 1888, the Franklin Savings Bank of Frederick exercised the power of sale provision found in the 1885 mortgage it held with Henry M. Slagle and Catherine
A.V. Slagle. The terms of this provision stated that the Slagles were to pay or renew their $2,500 note within six months, maintain adequate, current
insurance, and pay all taxes on time. The failure of the Slagles to comply with these terms allowed the bank to secure a lien on the property and foreclose on
the mortgage. The bank claimed the title, took possession of the property, and sold it at public auction. The 97% acre property that Henry M. Slagle bought
from George W. and Mary A.C. Slagle in 1861 was valued at $2,285.37 in the 1888 deed. A 20 acre tract was sold to George W. Slagle for $300 in 1891, and
the remaining 77%4 acres were sold to John H. Sulcer two days later for $1,875.

In 1936, the Summers family purchased the 774 acre property from John H. and Fannie L. Sulcer for $10. It is unknown if this modest sum is attributable to
the Great Depression, but it may be a possibility. In 1961, the State Roads Commission of Maryland acquired the 774 acre Staley-Summers Property as part
of the right-of-way for the construction of US 340. The Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) is the current owner.

The site was first identified in the spring of 1987 during the course of a Phase | survey requested by the Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA). At the
time, the SHA was considering the transfer of a 119 acre parcel (which included the two sites) owned by the State. Archeological survey was required under
the 1985 Maryland Historical Trust Act (Annotated Code of Maryland, Article 83B, Sections 5-601 through 5-621) before transfer of the property.

Phase | work entailed documentation of the extant structures and ruins, as well as the excavation of 11 shovel test pits (STPs). Five of the STPs were placed
at 20 m intervals in the floodplain portion of the site, while others were placed judgmentally. STPs were 30-50 cm in diameter and all excavated soils were
screened through hardware cloth. STPs were then profiled, plotted on the project map, and then refilled.

Documentation of the log house revealed that it was initially built as a two-storey, “V” notched structure supported by mortared stone footers. The logs are
chinked with stone and mortar. Two additions flank the initial structure with a collapsing two-storey, half-cellared frame extension on the east and a one-storey
fram lean-to on the west. The log house appears to date around the middle of the 19th century. Nails removed from the first floor hardwood floorboards and
the split lathing are machine-cut and date from the 1820s and 1830s on. Based on this information, it appears that the house was constructed in the second
quarter of the 19th century. The two additions would post-date the log house and probably date from the last half of the same century. Nails used in the two-
storey addition are a wire type which became popular in the 1870s. Testing within the farmstead compound concentrated around the house area and general
produced artifacts indicative of domestic occupation in the mid-late 19th century.

Seven STPs yielded prehistoric artifacts. Some of the materials were mixed with historic artifacts, while other prehistoric artifacts were recovered beneath the
extent of historic deposits. Prehistoric artifacts included 2 primary, 2 secondary, 3 bipolar, and 2 unclassified flakes of chert, quartz, and rhyolite materials. A
rhyolite side-notched projectile point and a quartz bipolar core were also recovered. The distribution of these artifacts indicates that most of the floodplain is
probably associated with the prehistoric occupation. Based on these findings, Phase Il testing was recommended at 18FR612.

Phase Il testing at the site did not take place until 2006. Rather than transferring the property back in the 1980s, SHA ultimately added to it and by 2006 the
Staley-Summers Parcel (as it was known) consisted of approximately 199 acres. The SHA was, once again, considering disposal of the property and, thus,

Phase Il testing was required to determine if either of the two previously identified sites on the parcel (18FR611 and 18FR612) were eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

Phase Il work in 2006 consisted of additional shovel test excavation and formal unit excavation. Shovel test pits were excavated at 20 m intervals across the
site and at 10 m intervals within the fenced historic compound. To refine site boundaries, radial STPs were then excavated at 7.5 m intervals in the cardinal
directions around 20 m STPs containing prehistoric material (the boundaries of the historic occupation were thought to be fairly well-defined by the extant
fencing remnants). A total of 56 STPs were initially excavated at 18FR612, with an additional 12 radials placed around positive STPs.



i - |18FR61 i : HA Site rehistoric
ICL Site Number: |18FR612 Site Name: |SHA Site 2 Prehistori
Other name(s) | Historic
e e (0 ey :
= ‘““|i|-|-t.‘=| i mid-19th-20th century farmstead ruin, possible sawmill (per map), prehistoric lithic scatter Unknown []

T R U S T Description:

All STPs were excavated as round holes 30-40 cm in diameter and to a depth of at least 80 cm below surface and at least 10 cm below the depth of the last
artifact recovered (with the exception of artifacts recovered at the limits of feasible excavation within an STP, about 110-120 cmbs). All soils were screened
through hardware cloth. Soil colors were identified and recorded using standard methods and nomenclature. Ultimately, not all of the planned STPs could be
excavated due to physical impediments such as structures or trees.

Following STP excavation, 8 formal test units were placed throughout the site. Two units were placed amid artifact concentrations outside the fenced
compound, 3 were placed within artifact clusters in the historic compound, 2 were placed to investigate structure locations, and 1 was placed on a small level
terrace between the cabin and another outbuilding. The test units were 1 X 1 m in extent and were excavated in 10 cm levels within stratigraphic layers. All
soils were screened through hardware cloth. Soil colors were identified and recorded using standard methods and nomenclature.

Phase Il excavation within the historic farmstead compound at 18FR612 revealed that while there was some vertical separation between artifacts from earlier
in the 19th century and those deposited in the late 19th century and 20th century, this separation is only visible archeologically in a historic artifact cluster to
the southwest of the log cabin. Soils inside the compound were largely eroded, with little soil development. Thus, most of the test units ended up being
relatively shallow, with artifact from the 19th and 20th centuries mixed together. Only one possible historic feature (other than the aforementioned cabin and
outbuildings) was encountered.

The historic feature discovered during Phase Il work appeared to be the northeast corner of a small basin-shaped pit. The origin of the pit could be cultural,
but a natural origin could not be ruled out. The pit could be the natural remnants of a tree root ball that was dug or pulled out by the historic inhabitants of the
site.

Artifacts recovered during the course of excavation within the historic farmstead included 4 activity items, 437 architectural artifacts, 6 clothing items, 1
furniture item, 412 domestic artifacts (counted as miscellaneous kitchen-related in the table above), 11 personal items, 4 arms objects, and 1,376
miscellaneous items.

It was ultimately determine that the historic component at 18FR612 had poor integrity and did not appear to possess much potential to add significant new
information to research topics related to Maryland history. The lack of an in-depth documentary record for the farmstead, and the long occupational periods of
the three different families who lived at the site, also hampers research.

Phase Il excavation outside the fenced historic compound produced 27 prehistoric artifacts and 97 historic artifacts. All of the prehistoric artifacts came from
the lower levels of the southernmost test unit within the floodplain, with the exception of a single flake recovered from an STP. Historical artifacts were mainly
concentrated along the southwest corner of the historic compound. The historic artifacts are counted as miscellaneous objects. The prehistoric artifacts were
a Catoctin rhyolite projectile point, 2 utilized Catoctin rhyolite flakes, and 24 pieces of debitage (all rhyolite except for 2 quartz and 1 chert fragment). All of the
debitage was middle to late stage, suggesting only tool rejuvenation or maintenance activities were taking place.

The vertical and horizontal distribution of both the historic and prehistoric artifacts indicates that spatial patterning is present in this portion of 18FR612. With
the limited horizontal distribution of prehistoric artifacts in this area, it is difficult to identify spatial patterning, but it was suspected that the floodplain portion of
the site contains a higher density of prehistoric materials than what was revealed during Phase Il work. Researchers also suspected that an intact paleosol
containing prehistoric artifacts on the terrace portion of the site might be present, based on the vertical distribution of prehistoric artifacts in the test unit and
the presence of charcoal in the same layer as the prehistoric materials (depths below cmbs). It was thought that this paleosol may be closely related to that
identified at nearby Site 18FR611.

Based on these findings, Site 18FR612 was determined to have a potentially significant prehistoric deposit, but a historic component with poor integrity. The
prehistoric component is very likely associated with that identified at nearby 18FR611. Any future examination of 18FR611 should also take into account the
prehistoric components at 18FR612.

External Reference Codes (Library ID Numbers):

|00006051, 97002900



